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Rt. 8, Frederick, Md, 21701 

3/12/75 

Mr. «*8ck iIttdersoQ 
1612 K St., NW 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. toderson, 

Da/ before yesterday — not for the first time - yoa had a column 
saying that ^obby Kennedy vas really responsible for John’s assassination. 
Yesterday you taped the same obscenity for ABC-TV. which aired it today. 

Your appearaasce was as factually wrong as it is pcasible for a man 
to be. ify purpose in this letter is to challenge you on vtet you represented 
as fact. Not all of it. Enough to remind you of what you did with the 
Eagletoa matter and of wtet it did to the country. 

On generalities, you said the FBI inyestigated the JPK assassination 
as though it were a yacuan cleaner. First, you have no way of knowing and 
no possible source not parti pris. Second, the available records of the 
Warren Commission refute this in countless instaces. Aside from this 
there is an abundance of contrary evidence readily available to one who 
has done wh«t you have not, investigate. If you are willig to face the 
fact that you were abropagandist rather than a reporter I willtteke the 
time for providing more proofs than a reasonable man needs. 

You said that JPK said he’d take the CIA apart because of the Bay 
Of *^igs. ftdni Check your alleged source again. 

You said there were only six attemtps against Castro (you have no 
way of knowing how many there may have been), that five were with Bobb|i 
in charge of the CIA. and that the last was about February 1963. Each 
i oY these alleged factual details is wrong. More attempts Imre been re- 

I ported by reliable reporters, the last I recall at least two jmtars later 

I than jPebruary I 963 . 

I challenge you to provide proof that JFK put ®obty "in charge" of 
I the CIA. Aside from this there is what you can't not know, that no one 

man can control all those countless employees in any agency. Then there 
is the quite separate question that plots to assassinate ^stro or anyone 
else were presented to ^bby for his approval. When you say something 
like this in a representative society, \dtiere toe people ve to have 
knowledge on which to make their will known, you ogpht have something 
more substantial that a hunch. What factual basis have you? 

You said that Lee Harvey Oswald was "active" in the PPCC. Mot even 
the FBI said that. Nor the Commlssicm. They both said toe opposite, there 
simply was no FPCC in NewOrleans. The literature Oswald handed out was 
printed locally and not by Oswald. The FBI lied to the C<^isslon on t his 
in rewriting the field reports. Your office asked for my books. It got 
five whi<^ you apparently ignored. Th^are different than the others in 
that they cite tte actual documents, where possible reproducing them in 
facsimile, if you want these documents, say the word. And If you want to 
hear my tapes of those the FBI interviewed and then lied about, be toy guest. 
There just was no fCastro" activity for Oswald to be pert of and he was 
not in any other way part of any. What he could have been doing is entirely 
opposite. (Nor was he, as your column said, a Communist, 1% was strongly 
£5^=Coamunist, dewted to Oirvell.) 

What you have done is deceive millions at a time when for the first 
time there is the possibility of a real Investigation the health of toe 
fedefal spooks and the coonl^ both require. But these are your sources, 
aren t they? So, you have d<me what you can to exculpate the guilty, have 
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